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HY Y LEBANON 
TE SURVIVE 


“Pedder is: ihe keie not Lebanon. There is no 
Lebanon or plausible ‘plan to revive it? ”? So says 
The New York Times in a June 7 editorial. Such 
is the, current consensus. ce l 

We strongly ‘ differ; The-road tö peace ulti- 
mätely: lies ‘through the war-torn streets of Beirut. 
For’ within the Lebanese mosaic—both Teligious 
cand: ‘ethnic—-resides the closest thing in the Arab 
“world to ä democracy. Even today, after years of 
civil war and-foreign intervention, Lebanon still 
contaiis thè only’ halfway free market in political 
and, artistic expression ; in the Arab world. ‘Only i in 
`- Lebanon, with: its universities and its pluralistic— 
;-albeit highly’ sectarian—press, ‘does: inen exist - 
‘real. ‘intellectual discourse’ 


i aA Becausé ithis . -pluralistic atmosphere - Kabots 


PA 


“the, potential for, „creating a genuinely secular s5 
"democratic: nation; the preservation of the “ 
plausible’? + ‘Lebanese state must be the hone BE 
deniroerats everywhere. 

sit "is said by the Israelis in defense of their 
‘most: recent invasion of Lebanon that they seek 
‘to “destroy only the P.L.O., not Lebanon as 
‘such—tholigh Menachem Begin has made it 
clear that'i in fact he would not hesitate to ravage 
the whole country-in pursuing the Palestinians. 
But whatever Israel does, it is not,likely to be 
able to break the allegiance of those Palestinians 
to the P.L.O.—unless, of course, a homeland is 
negotiated for them in the West Bank and Gaza. 
This fact will remain unaltered even if tomorrow 
Lebanon ceases to exist. 

After all, it is not the Palestinians who threaten 
‘the survival of Israel. Palestinian terrorism, like 
the Israeli violence it elicits, is murderous and 
must be condemned, but the real threat to Israel is 
its own continued occupation of the West Bank. 
That has now become the primary arena for Pal- 
estinian self-determination, and it is there that 
Israel must direct its attention. 
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MICHAEL T. KLARE 

It’ could have been a scene from the British 
landing: on` the -Falklands, ‘as thousands iof 
‘soldiers stormed -ashore from amphibióus 


assault ships and took up positions in the sur- ' 
rounding. hillsides. But this was Puerto Rico, 


. not the Falklands, and the invading troops were | 


American,” not British. The. timing, “however; 
“was very: close: the U.S. landing occurred. on. 
May 7, just two weeks to the day before thè.. 


. British. landing at, ‘Port’ San Carlos. And while ` 


the United’ States -i$ not expected. to join the 


fighting. in the Falklands, the May 7 landing - 


was intended: as practice for possible U.S. at-, 
tacks -on other Latin American Habects== Dat 
ticularly Cuba and Nicaragua. 

- Officially, the objective of the landing was the 


-island nation of ‘‘Brown”’—a mythical ally of the 


Soviet Union located somewhere i in the Caribbean 
region. For three weeks in May, some 45,000 U.S. 

soldiers and sailors attacked military installations 
in Brown, which was represented by portions of 
Florida, Puerto Rico and Vieques (an island sub- 
division of Puerto Rico). These attacks were part 
of operation ‘“‘Ocean Venture 1982,’’ a multi- 
service training maneuver billed as the largest 
military exercise ever held in the Caribbean. As 
in all such exercises, U.S. officials refused to | 


‘divulge the identity of the target. But there was' 


no possibility of mistake here—after telling me ' 
that Brown was a “‘totalitarian-type regime that. 


‘is attempting to export subversion and revolu- 


tion throughout the region,” Rear Adm. Robert 
P. McKenzie, commander of U.S. forces in the 
Caribbean, grinned and said, ‘‘But you won’t 
get me to say that Brown is Cuba.” os 
(Continued on Page 750) 
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EDITORIALS. 
McCarran Redux 


he demal of visas to more than 300 people who 

wanted to visit the United States to take part im activ- 

ities connected with the U.N. disarmament session is 

an important reminder that it is high time to repeal 

that relic of McCarthyism, the ideological ‘exclusion provision 
of the McCarran-Walter Immigration and Nationality Act. 

As is almost always the case with laws and regulations’ 

that punish speech or thought, the McCarran-Walter Act 

gives the officials who administer the law vast discretionary 

authority. At times, they have used this authority to keep 

out of the United States such distinguished writers as Carlos 

Fuentes, Julio Cortazar, Gabriel, Garcia Marquez, Régis 

Debray and Dario Fo. At other times, they have allowed 


such people in. Even the Belgian Marxist scholar Ernest 
Mandel, whose exclusion was specifically upheld by the 
Supreme Court in 1972, was permitted to visit the United 
States a few years later. 

We do not readily recall an instance in which the govern- 
ment’s discretionary authority under the McCarran-Walter 
Act has been exercised as stupidly as ın this present case. (In 
fact, 286 of those denied visas last month belonged to Gen- 
suikyo, a. Japanese peace group whose members visited the 
United States for the first U.N. disarmament session in 
1978.) The government’s action secured several additional 
front-page stories about the disarmament protests in the 
week before they began even though the Reagan Adminis- 
tration probably preferred that they get as little attention as 
possible. It undercut the argument that disarmament pro- 
tests may take place freely here while those opposing official 
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policy in the Soviet Union are quickly squelched. It made 
the United States appear all the more the villain to disarma- 
ment advocates in other countries. And it seemed to betray 
the responsibilities of the United States as the U.N.’s host. 

Excluding the disarmament protesters also violates the 
Helsinki Final Act of 1975, which was signed by the United 
States. That agreement commits signatory states ‘‘to facili- 
tate freer movement and contacts, individually and collec- 
tively, whether privately or officially, [and] to administer 


flexibly the procedures for exit and entry.’’ These provisions: 


apply with special force to those seeking to visit the United 
States to take part in disarmament activities, since the Hel- 
sinki Accords explicitly provide that signatory states recog- 
nize ‘‘the close link” between ‘‘the strengthening of world 
peace and security and . . . the promotion of fundamental 
rights.” It shames the United States that those wishing to 
visit to participate in activities intended to promote world 
peace are not granted the rights that the Helsinki Accords 
commit the government to respect, just as it shames this 
country that the ideological exclusion provision is still law. 


a 4 
d ə 
Covert Charge 
resident Reagan’s visit to Europe last week 
naturally put new emphasis on our European 
allies and the ways in which they are being asked 
to serve the ends of America and the Atlantic 
alliance. It is an issue that deserves serious consideration, 
now more than ever, but it would be fitting for it to be con- 
fronted with all the facts in place. One of those facts, reveal- 
ing much about America’s traditional—but hidden—rela- 
tions: with Europe, has just now come to light. 

According to highly reliable sources in the U.S. in- 
telligence community, the Central Intelligence Agency 
secretly funneled some $7 million to West German press 
baron Axel Springer in the early 1950s to help him build his 
vast media empire and serve American geopolitical interests. 
Springer’s relationship with the C.I.A. continued at least 
until the early 1970s, these sources say, and there is no 
reason to believe the relationship has ever been terminated. * 

Springer today is head of the largest publishing con- 
-glomerate in Western Europe, one unprecedented in both 
size and influence in postwar Germany. In addition to two 
radio-and-TV magazines, two Sunday newspapers and the 
large Ullstein publishing house, his holdings include Bild 
Zeitung, a newspaper of 11 million readers known for its 
sensationalism, far-right vitriol and stories dealing with sex 
and violence, and Die Welt, a prestigious daily of conser- 
vative views. According to Rudolph Augstein, publisher of 
the weekly Der Spiegel: ‘‘No single man in Germany, before 
or after Hitler, with the possible exception of Bismarck or 
the two emperors, has had so much power as Springer.” 

According to intelligence officials, the covert financing of 


*When contacted by The Natron, a Springer aide demed that there 
had ever been any connection between Springer and the CIA A 
spokeswoman for the CI A said that the agency’s policy ıs not to com! 
ment on any allegations. 
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Springer and other German journalists after the war was ra- 
tionalized as one way to counter neo-Nazi and rightist 
elements in Germany. At the time, Springer was known as a 
liberal, internationalist publisher who called for nuclear 
disarmament and détente with the Soviet Union. In the 
words of one former high-level C.I.A. official who still 
defends the covert funding: ‘‘This has to be taken in con- 
text. Springer was a liberal at the time and we wanted to 
counteract Nazis and other right wingers of the country. We 
simply wanted to educate the German people in American 
values and democratic principles.’’ 

But Springer’s political philosophy began to change in the 
late 1950s, and his newspapers became known for reflecting 
his strident nationalist and anti-Communist views. Springer 
reportedly became even more of a hard-line conservative 
after a trip to Moscow in 1958, during which he tried unsuc- 
cessfully to convince Soviet Premier Nikita Khrushchev to 
open talks on the subject of reunifying West and East Ger- 
many. One former C.I.A. official also suggests that as 
Springer gained more power and influence, he may have 
simply changed his views and become more like other rich 
and powerful people in Germany. 

In any case, by the late 1960s Springer was.at the height of 
his power and espoused his most conservative views. His 
daily newspapers accounted for between 30 and 40 percent 
of Germany’s daily circulation and his Sunday newspapers 
accounted for more than 80 percent of Sunday readership. It 
was then he launched an aggressive editorial campaign 
against the German left, calling for police suppression of 
student demonstrations. After the death of a student during 
a demonstration in Berlin in June 1967, a large segment of 
Germany blamed him for the violence. In the spring of 
1968, German students demonstrated in Hamburg, Berlin 
and Munich against Springer’s media empire and stormed 
the offices and printing presses of some of his newspapers. 

By then, Springer’s virulent rhetoric and extremism had 
begun to concern even some of his original C.I.A. sponsors. 
Says one former high-level official: ‘“There was the feeling 
of a number of people in the agency that we acted like 
Dr. Frankenstein in that we had in the long run helped 
create something that served neither American interests nor 
West German ones.” But Springer had to be tolerated 
because, as another former intelligence official explains, 
‘the became too powerful a figure for us to tell him what to 
do.” So powerful, in fact, that it would have been more of 
an embarrassment to the United States than to Springer if 
the covert operation was exposed. 

Moreover, the intelligence operative goes on, ‘‘the covert 
action people were the ones who ran the operation concern- 
ing him, and in times of extreme need he was usually 
cooperative in being used as a propaganda asset.” One such 
time, according to intelligence sources, was when the agency 
asked Springer to attack Soviet plans to build gasoline 
pipelines through West Germany and Italy. ‘‘There was an 
obsession in the C.I.A. at that time to do anything to fight 
rapprochement between the Soviet Union and the Western 
European countries. As long as Springer helped us in that 
area we were able to overlook his other transgressions.’’ 
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All in all, this secret history tells quite a story about how 
the United States at bottom regards the freedom of the press 

. and the interplay of political ideas in a democracy. It is mere- 
ly one more piece in the cold war puzzle, but it emphasizes the 
importance of insisting that this Administration give us assur- 
ances that such practices—including the covert funding of 
Axel Springer—are not continuing today. MURRAY WAAS 


Murray Waas ıs an investigative reporter who writes fre- 
quently on intelligence matters. 


ABCs Old News 


n June 3, ABC News marked the tenth anniver- 
sary of the death of J. Edgar Hoover with an 
hour-long documentary that was remarkable on a 
number of counts. 

From this program, which never would have been aired 
while he was alive and a media sacred cow, millions of 
television viewers’ learned—many probably for the first 
time—that, as ABC correspondent Marshall Frady con- 
cluded, ‘‘what happened with Hoover is a troubling parable 
of how the guardians of our safety can come to most en- 
danger our freedoms.” Hoover was shown to have used 
secret police powers to further his own ambitions; to have 
misled Congress and the Warren Commission; to have 
falsified evidence and official reports; and to have or- 
chestrated a massive campaign, as Frady put it, ‘“conducted 
through illegal surveillance, burglaries, harassment, political 
sabotage and directed—the best authorities say—against 
many thousands of innocent citizens.’’ 

Now for the bad news. The week before, ABC put out a 
press release emphasizing that its investigation of Hoover’s 
career had ‘‘uncovered new information about the Julius 
and Ethel Rosenberg espionage case’’; that it obtained 
evidence about their guilt ‘‘never made public” from Robert. 
Lamphere, ‘‘the FBI official in charge of KGB espionage 
cases in the 1940s and 1950s”; and that ‘‘secret KGB 
messages intercepted by American intelligence confirmed to 


the U.S. government that the Rosenbergs were guilty of ` 


leaking U.S. atomic secrets to the Soviet Umon.” ABC 
added that its documentary ‘‘reveals for the first time 
through an identified source that the decoded KGB 
messages gave the government convincing evidence of the 
guilt of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg. The couple, along with 
some 200 [!] Soviet spies, was apprehended after a code expert 
in the old Army Security Agency cracked the highly secret 
Soviet spy codes in 1948.’’ The press release reports that the 
code expert had worked ‘‘with charred remains of a Soviet 
code book found on a World War II Finnish battlefield.” 
This startling ‘‘new evidence,’’ according to the release, was 
withheld at the Rosenberg’s trial ‘‘to prevent the Soviets 
from discovering that American experts had broken the 
KGB code.”’ 

On the basis of the valde and an interview with ABC’s 
Patricia Lynch, investigative reporter for the program, The 
New York Times ran a three-column story on May 27 say- 


> 


ing: “A, former official of the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion has asserted that the United States broke Soviet spy 
codes in the 1940s and that this led to knowledge of the in- 
volvement of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg in an atomic es- 
pionage conspiracy, ABC News said yesterday.” Lynch was’ 
quoted as saying that Lamphere ‘‘had finally gotten- 
clearance” on a book he had been trying to get approval for 
since 1977, and that the surprising revelations about the 
cracking of the Soviet code had been told to ABC by ‘‘in- 
telligence and Justice Department sources whom she declined 
to name.” 

This story—proclaimed by ABC as a scoop containing in- 
formation never before made public—is in fact at least five 
years old, and was first reported and attributed to Robert 
Lamphere in an Associated Press dispatch from Washing- 
ton on October 27, 1977 (see The New York Times, Octo- 
ber 28, 1977). Newsweek devoted a full page to the story 
under a picture of the Rosenbergs and the headline ‘‘Crack- 
ing the Soviet Cipher,” in its issue of May 19, 1980. And in 
his 1980 book, Wilderness of Mirrors, David C. Martin told 
the story with embellishments, omitting only the name of 
Lamphere (whom Martin later identified as the source). 

As for the program itself, its ‘‘documentation’’ for the 
startling assertions about how the Rosenbergs’ guilt was 
established is offered to the viewer as follows: (/) an old film 
clip is shown of an otherwise unidentified Army security 
agency building outside Washington; (2) the camera moves 
across the text of a book containing rows of numbers (not 
otherwise identified) while Marshall Frady explains that 
“raw data like this” is what enabled a U.S. code expert to 
crack the Soviet spy code; and (3) Robert Lamphere appears 
on camera to say that ‘‘there can be no question about their 
guilt’? because the F.B.I. knew ‘‘of the Rosenbergs’ involve- 


_ ment with the Soviets through KGB messages, onen the 


testimony of numerous people.’’ 

Although Patricia Lynch is quoted in The Times as saying 
that unidentified intelligence and Justice Department 
sources corroborated Lamphere’s story, Justice Department 
attorney David Glass advised U.S. District Court Judge 
June Green in Washington on June 1 that it had never 
released any such material on the Rosenbergs to Lam- 
phere—and, if it had, it would also have had to go to Mar- 
shall Perlin, the lawyer for the Rosenberg children. Perlin 
has told me that in none of the material he has received from 
any government agency has he ever seen anything hinting at 
a connection between the Rosenbergs and Soviet code 
books, broken or otherwise. 

Lamphere appears to be ABC’s only source, and his in- 
formation is sparse indeed. As evidence—offeéred for the 
first time thirty-one years after the Rosenbergs’ trial, 
twenty-nine years after their execution—what ABC is flaunting 
does not add up to much. Can it be that although J. Edgar is 
dead, his dirty tricks department lives on in the media? 

WILLIAM A. REUBEN 


William A. Reuben is author of The Atom Spy Hoax and 


The Honorable Mr. Nixon and is at work on a book about 
Whittaker Chambers, the F.B.I. and the cold war years. 
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SPRINGER DENIES CHARGE 


Berlin 

“Covert Charge” by Murray Waas [The Na- 
tion, June t9] alleges that in the early 1950s, 
“the Central Intelligence Agency secretly 
funneled some $7 million to West German 
press baron Axel Springer.’? We state em- 
phatically that neither Axel Springer per- 
sonally nor his company ever received covert 
or open funds from the C.I.A. or any other. 


intelligence or governmental agency. 
Christian Kracht 
Axel Springer Gesellschaft 


WAAS REPLIES 


Huntington Valley, Pa. 

l stand by my story, which was based on 1n- 
terviéws with four sources, two of whom are 
former intelligence officials, and documen- 
tary evidence. Murray Waas 


ABBIE: DON'T BUY THIS BOOK 


Fineview, N.Y. 
Don Lessem’s review of my latest book, 
Square Dancing in the Ice Age [‘‘Abbie, 
Again,” The Nation, June 19}, contains the 
standard dozen errors, i.e., wrong prison, 
not married, etc. Like most reviewers he 
can’t see what’s written because he’s 
watching me too much, and besides, he’s not 
even dog- that well. The big book- 
promotion tour he wrote | was headed on 
never happened. Instead I returned to the life 
of Barry Freed and the fight against the im- 
pending transport of nuclear wastes from 
Canada to South Carolina for reprocessing 
into weapons-grade material. I don’t have to 
“search for causes”: the only bridge between 
the United States and Canada to allow such 
traffic is exactly two miles down the road. I 
could use some help from people who, un- 
like Lessem, see good causes as not hopeless. 
For information on the soon-to-be- 
coming dangerous cargo and the battle to 
stop it, write Save the River, Thousand 
Islands, New York 13624. As to advising 
people to buy Square Dancing in the Ice 
Age, don’t. It’s overpriced by half. 
i Abbie Hoffman 


JEWS WITHOUT POLITICS 


Sherman Oaks, Calif. 
Earl Shorrıs has gone on a tour de force, 
riding a Sherman tank over a subject that 
deserves a more delicate, a more sensitive, 
treatment [‘‘The Jews of the New Right,” 
The Nation, May 8]. 

I came of age politically in the turbulence 
of the 1930s. There was fascism, and op- 
posed to it were communism and socialism 
and democratic capitalism. Political choices 
were simpler then. Though we were frag- 
mented in our different beliefs, we were 
united in our hatred of fascism. 


But after Hitler and after Auschwitz a new 
and frightening presence hovered above all of 
our differences. The Holocaust was a stub- 
born and persistent fact that swept our politics 
away. It seemed to transcend politics; it en- 
tered realms of human experience foreign to 
study. Scholarly attempts to explain ıt became 
blasphemous. It invaded us and became our 
litmus test by which we would measure good 
and evil. We were thrust back to an earher 
generation’s alarmist view of world politics: 
“Is ıt good or bad for the Jews?” 

Did we lose something ın that abandon- 
ment of liberal politics? When the Soviet 
Union and Third World countries ın step 
with Arab states speak out consistently 
against Israel; when Jewish people are shot 
down ın European cities; when the long arm 
of the new anti-Jewish terror vandalizes 
synagogues and desecrates cemeteries; when 
American blacks join the anti-Jewish terror 
by cozying up to the Palestinians, we are 
then, with Daniel Bell, done with ideology 
There ıs only the legacy of Auschwitz. 

I wish that Shorris had come to us in this 
moment in the wilderness and restored our 
belief ın politics, but I confess a good part of 
me shares the new nihiism—not the nihilism 
of our ethical commandments but of the 
politics | once made my home, along with 
labor groups and other minorities .. . 

Shorris raced too rapidly. God knows I 
want to find a sane place in contemporary 
liberal politics, but whom shall I look to? 
“Two extravagances,’’ Pascal wrote, “to 
exclude Reason, to admit only Reason.”’ 
Which way Shorris? Charles Ansell 


SHORRIS REPLIES 


New York City 

The questions Charles Ansell raises are 
among those that set me to wnting the book 
Jews Without Mercy, from which the article 
was excerpted. All the questions were not 
answered in the book, however: I have no 
explanation for the murder of the Jews of 
Europe; Auschwitz 1s a darkness | carinot 
penetrate. What can be understood is that 
there is a real distinction between murder 
and defeat. Hitler murdered millions of 
Jews, whether he defeated us was not de- 
termined there. 

If the Nazis ‘‘swept our politics away,” as 
Ansell suggests, then we have been defeated, 
become an extension of the darkness, been 
reduced again to the horde that wandered in 
the desert before Sinai, before the Law 

Consider the Law as the codification of 
our ethical impulse; consider the Law as 
politics, binding us together in community. 
Consider the Law as immutable, bearing the 
primitivistic stamp of the first ethical 
religion; consider that the Law, unlike laws 
written by people, cannot be swept away in 
the corrupt courts of totalitarian systems 

Nothing has been swept away. We were 
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not defeated. Hitler was defeated. Ansell 
and I, ın our ethical existence, 1n our love of 
mercy, in our political life, are the antithesis 
of Auschwitz, the true monuments to the de- 
feat of madness and murder, the Law made 
alive—politics. 

What proof have I that this 1s so? 

Atomized individuals cannot do politics. 
We must rise above unmitigated self-interest. 
There must be a possibility of mercy before 
we can do politics. And we have done that 
much, we have shown signs of victory. An- 
sell’s letter, my response, this magazine, all 
are the doing of politics. We are speaking to 
each other. We aie speaking honestly, in an 
ethical way. Our purpose 1s to extend the 
realm of mercy What could be more politi- 
cal? How could we better defeaf. the 
darkness? Earl Shorris 


DOHRN ON FORCED TESTIMONY 


New York City 

The editorial ‘‘Crime Victims” [The Nation, 
June 12] fails to mention the six people jailed 
for contempt of the grand jury besides my- 
self [see Letters, The Nation, June 26]. : 

Jerry Gaines, a black woman and mother 
of eight, was subpoenaed after her Mississip- 
pı farmhouse was raided by a SWAT squad 
with four tanks, two helicopters and 
automatic weapons. The complaint against 
Fulanı Sunni-Ali (Cynthia Boston), which 
was the basis for the raid, was dropped by 
the government when she proved her in- 
nocence. Yet the two women were later sub- 
poenaed by U.S Attorney John Martin’s 
grand jury, before which their choice— 
though they had not been charged with any 
crime—was to collaborate or go to jail. 
Gaines has been in jail for four months. 

Yaasmyn Fula, a black woman and 
mother of a 4-year-old son, was locked up 
for twenty-three hours a day and dented con- 
tact with her child until her hunger strike 
forced her jailers to return her to the prison’s 
general population. A longtime organizer in 
the black community, she has spent years 
obtaining and interpreting COINTELPRO 
files that document the government’s secret 
war against the black liberation movement. 
A third black woman, Asha Thornton, who 
was taken into custody by agents while walk- 
ing with her son and a friend’s baby; was 
held as a ‘‘material witness.” That pretext 
was dropped three weeks later when she was 
given a grand jury subpoena. In addition, 
Eve Rosahn, Dr. Allen Berkman and 
Shaheen Malık Jabbar have refused to col- 
laborate with the grand jury. 

One final word of caution: Wait and hear 
from those indicted before assuming they are 
guilty of crimes for which there is ‘‘no valid 
defense.” Ronald Reagan’s use of terrorism 
to cover human conditions of great suffering 
must be given no quarter. 

Bernardine Dohrn > 


